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■fq^ROT) 3#cfcRU| cEtf^i 


ta^IPT (f^TO) WT, 1967 (1967 W 37) (fc[% ^ iR& TOIcT 
•ajfaftw wt) 3ft mr 3 *ft swr ( 1 ) ^kt tfrt Tifer# «r^ *?frt 
TOR % fclfo 23.11.2004 ^ 3PT% 3t^RT % ^ vfrHd W 3TFF> eft 




w? RtfqR fro sir i sir 

T<f^fqte:wti 


1653 Gl/2005 
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"(l) % 7TB? % ^ TO ^ ^ SfRcT W 

m 1-wto 3T^cTT iK M? ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Tf^efNt 


<511; 


(ii) cfrfcR-Wd ^15^ fcT|?R WSTFFSWIT 

clW %^TTeT ^I^TfeRa: ^RBf^TcT 3W ^TTIT^^ (^TT^ 3^T f^lf^g: ^FTqf ^ 

*PT RR ^ fteTT feR?T t; 


(iii) ^ OT3T^T^^TR, 

^q- ^tf^T f^j- TT^r mf^rf^gc TX^ ti^TT^TFTf ^r ^TTm^r 

T5T, WW ^ W ; 

(iv) ^.f.mt 1 TOtr, 2003 % 30 tare, 2004 167 

(v) ^ TJ^[ ^ %3R13Tf fcirNlfad W ^PlfPdd % IcR 
n+>^al %5 3WS<<J| ^ 4)K r q|5q|' % •SjPdR'KI oq^nf^Rf, '*Rcb|<l ehlfif+j 

TRT 3RT RT[f7^f % ^77[ *FT if -?nfacT TW I; 

(vi) SfTFt 3Ild^|^| ^ Pj^)6l PMicmnI d^T ^TRt 771% ^7 T7 diTSTf 

%7 teFT : §pr^tf^TcT arf^RIR" ^Ten^ cT^TT I^TclT, 3TTS[fcTqR 3^T W?3T ^TftrfcT% 

$<*d ®hh %^f^f¥dw^q'%ernTT?rl; 


(vii) ^ WfcTrT dR TST t f^m TPTCd ^ eTRt dd 

<^<9 Pbdiwt cRT^ fl<ct,K &Ki^|)qu| ddldl cCTTRl^RT 

^fccT tttjr ^ d#f?r ^ 3dwc 3% ^ w\ % t^i Pfrt w 

T^rt; 










[Mmn—^^3(ii)] 




(viii) 

3<3^r^ir Tsrt iift j-A . Fi w imi «a <w<nrf .h h %(?re 3 % fry i m w 

(ix) ^'^3W)^^|[i4T3igTW^'11tHI<iriH<M^ <W 3% 3tsf 

4 

^sif^nlw^Twrt; 

(xi) T&.ff.nxfi. ^ ^ 4l^us- Jm % Mor % an^ t ^ 3R 
11" 





^I^m, 1967 3t?ITCr 


5 * 3wcr (i) sri jra ^Rj <* „%^ F ijs jj^ } 23 n 2004 ^ 


3)f»i^Mi3. 5i.air. i292(3D^OTw^:itf;^f^;^% ; pj^^ W3I jj R - w . fi[ 


w % m ^ ^ <^^A) * fiiftfiRSK m % Tpfe WJ | 

3TOT ^ <W T? WW % <HftfWT <ft flRr 4( 1) % * % sfcpfa W arfifspr ^ ^ 

^rrmi 


W ^ftfWT <# SIRT 4(2) % 3WT % SqtfW if W afifOT % fcfa 22 .1 .2005 % 
3?I^I ^ 5TCT 3W WT ^ 3tfjtf Hit ^ iff ft%*T ftJIT SIT fiwif W 3tfor % tinte fe ^ 

f * rt ^ 5 ' OT37 5# 3 #fro ftsr sre I 3 ®hot if HJ it f^r far *w ft sw ott <sr ^ 




sm fw: srt # it. 3 wp Itof 11.2.2005 ?ror 23.4.2005 ^ jrc?f 


Ttec^. 1/1 cM it.13^. 1/2, sft 3TTC.^. fafr 26.4.2005 W WFT3T JTC?f 

2/1, # ftip % froF 11.2.2005 25.4.2005 % wm jrctf ^. z ^{. 

3/1 CT8IT 4.1^. 3/2, ^ J iltc|l4) ^ fTOF 11.2.2005 cRJT 27.4.2005 ^ Wm !R?f 

Z\.Z^. 4/1 4/2, 12.2.2005 3^T 27.4.2005 % WT- 

JTC?f ^.Z^. 5/1 cM 4^. 5/2, # arpTf SfTjcTM ^ 11.2.2005 TM 

26.4.2005 % WT--q^ - TR?f 6/1 7TCT 6/2, WZ WIT % tTOF 

9.2.2005 r^T 27.4.2005 -3^%^. 7/1 cWTiUs^. 7/2, 

12.2.2005 cM 27.4.2005 ^ WI-W, 3TC?f ift/gs^T. 8/1 8/2, 

^ OT7T fTO ^FTT % fTOF 17.2.2005 TTOT 27.4.2005 ^ WTTO.TOf 9t.^f. 9/1 FWT 
9/2. FIT TOT TOf ^F fTOF 9.12.05 cf?TF 27.4.2005 qF WTTO 10/1 WT 


f 10/2, % 3f<i^ McicTT % ft 


1.2005 W 10.: 


% 7TW-9F 


[MR II—-gTO3fli)J 


MK7T M>T : STMtMTCM 
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11/1 <M 11/2, tfa % ftRRF 17.3.2005 cTOT 28.4.2005 % 

12/1 cPrt.s®^;. 12/2,4ft ft? sbt 6.5.2005 m 

13/1, 6.5.2005 WWT-W,3I^?f 

14/1 W ft* TR $1 TJf WPT ^ Pfcm 4ft TOTO. W ^ 5RT 9.3.2005 TO 
5.5.2005 15/1 15/2 

^t3wrt^. 1 t*nw#. 9/2004 %wr#TORfro t foifarTOjfcra' 

d-iKdl^% <)<M T R/5t T s [ T> .^. 'H 4 1ciH %^39R[f^Rt“RTT ^ld| PH 2TT3ThC3^"Pit%TO- 
^PT tp?R ^Pf 940847 3. <?>f ^.^). 47 PIT 11 M56 ^tf^cT diK^H, 4 dsfr 'jflldd 
4il<^ %^PT ¥. 1602619 ctlcll ^ 41 Hi ^IVd <I5W WTt^f, 16 HI# 

TO^wx?ftTOTOTO3te'<HMi$ PT33%TO;TM^#nt 
^ ^iRft pr ^iw ^rcjjdRt ^ wr % tott p siraifoft % w^r ^ i 

PT.-St. 1 N l b.'ff. % ■y^'S % ^Jcf ?|{K «T>t W3R ^1 v 4^*)>?d< «ll^^dl'0 «I4H ^ 

3lf^9Mlfuid yfd<MT JKJffift.S^j. l/12PPFTOt(#^®d) *NH SNt‘??rf%tl) 


?# W pforl^ TjfcTCT silt % Hf ¥. 98/2003 % #T ^ ■gt^TT ^ffdT ^ TO 
161 dSd ^o3f f=K^ Ps d^*J| 4l<l «l4H % 3ir^ i rcits«^. 2 t cIW sfrTt 3P PTR P 
ftveii-« TOp^rwt 22-23 pf ^tt, 

RWT 8 pf ^ PT.lt.PF.#. TOR % PIT *JTI TO cRW % TOTO ^ 3Rt ^ 
*I^^%%^^TOlT^TORPh TO PIRPt 3Tfa ilHlfu| d TOJR?fTft.lPJ. 2/2 tl ?# 
W ^ TO TO? TOf TFT TORt t S# W % TO TO TOcf # 1^ TO 3Rt TOT t W ft 
3W PRT *ti$, # WPT 30-32 pf Hi 3115 PT qr, tTOcT 9-10 c[^f % PT.StTO/t. TO3? % 
^51^311 qri 3*lt TORRID TOdM % TTOJ? ^ 3Tlt pit *flt TORt % pT 71% 
W^R ^1 3S& W ^1 3ffw#RT -gfcf 2/3 tl 3Hf^T qi^RldlCI ^ TO 

o^f+d t TOt H^et^l^ PlfclQl 31-wdM ^ ^RcT Ml^Hldld ^"’R^R ^tl ^TO - 


3nto ^FgRRTTfr m ^TTT W$ «1T I 3lfel dlfHIdlil^qqR^^y^dllfWTR^^.l^. 

]&S3 Gz/rZ-X 
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2/411 hA diJdllWl % VRd kq MlflldHF'd%^sfj^cT ^Wl WR shHVi: 

2/6 % 2/8 T TT % I 

Wm wt w ^ w tst m 1zqMw ^rcr, gq - PPm mr 

HR^^WT^sffWl m 2ITI did! Hkdlfl ^27.11.2004 ^^Wp 

^ RfWl WT5T, TIR^RT, #. WWT, T1W ^TRTRt, P. affc 3RPK 
1RT RfWRt ^RT WIR ^ Wti 3S& fr# prf eft ^RIT W ^ ^1 #Tt ^ 
1,30,590 W^Tlfcl# ^Zdt I #dT 'HRSnfl' ^ ^ # ¥cfRIT 3% R.W 47 cRITR.^. 56 
Tpfwi Tlfwr % diJdifWl <RIT R313R1 ^RT ^lt?(l 1*RI f^T 

tmIi pm 

tort ^ w ^r 3rfwnftra' M irc?f 3/3 tcIi 

tWTTRJltl ^ll^/I^WT^^yHiruid'jfcf^f^.^^. 3/4TRtl 

3.10.2004 ib WT ^RF PM W.31li31R.), M RZ/Sl.'^ A ^ tfigM 

^ FR H 4 ik, ^ 33 ^ Wild, <i4Mld 3^T fWl 3RMR X R £Hdl (d>dl fjRRl 'j| 1 sH 1 "?lW 
TOM P M\ Wf ZT# TJr^%T^3k ZITdrfW! % 20,000/-WS t^R, 3TC?f 
3/7 tl ^t^3Hjqid &ld WdHl^T[|^W^.31R.^Wyd>KddHfWl J l4lfc: 

"■^T fal¥ Pfafi t % 3.10.2004 ^ TRT eiWT 12.00 sRf 3 3RW «frit 

<Huifc«I P Mt % 3 ® #nt ^ tz$ % mP % 3 R^r ^r f?rcr urntwi % wcr 

«dMl <|ddldR 20,000/-WR cjd fi'K rRJT HK Sld^l ^SRF##! Zildlfcdi %FR WilT, 33*J 
Witn, RRTd' ZMMld, 4^1 %>3 TTcT, 31R^Ziydld, ^tfhdl Hl4dl 3HJdld, Wild SRJ^TcT, 3ft3RR 
pRTeiT, ¥RTT 3TIMef, #T# M 3RR1R, 3HMR 3ffc W 3RMR W' W 

tWfT 3^T ddldK it#3^TcR-yl^l ^efldld 3^Tit#% Rj-Wld %?^5T WlR, 
Wild, ^PR' dmwiN, d^l ^>3TlRT 3?1 r f^ ^HJdlcI dddltSFR TT "?1 "TR cRfl Mldel Wei 
tWk 3TMei Rafter tj?5 zmm t ^ i M 


1 <im> How-pMl li* l It hi m 1 i «H >PII I 


t*w : IHHIl tUfH ><|f S' nt I IW» 111 II Ji ■ t N HIHfHiPI'l lit >M-I I nitwit’ f «tfWH| 


"»«■ ■!• 1 nt«W|*»l ’INI 





[HFtn—7gqg3(ii)] 


wra : 3rerrqiT”T 


%n4 4 4.5*$ 4 % *<r it 3qfenr ^ fgfefass 33*4 % 3 ^ 4 

k4%fOT43:34^3T%^74$,4^4^.4^.4%fWrcfl&TO3*H 

^farf^-St^iRTI 3l43^oW3oit%^4TOW3k31Ft3|?4<P5r)3;4 q ^ 

^^.#.^>.4.4l3?4T wrtl WT4!MfWiT!im W?ft. 3 ^. 4/3 ti 

'H.S.w.* ^ 5fim 4>i4a 14r%4i4^r4.m4. %fc<nift?cr<%44% 

yr 4^d1 If tifclHI frl 4W ql<l %44%wM 4<W4fe^-TC^| ^ 4 <W 4 'i l 44 (# 5 R 
^M) 4/4 ti 

wwsr 443 ^. 5!i4r35iRtit wrfeii(4;24to5rT, 2004 4 ^. 4^.44 

43?PM4rkftpiPw«iri 4 3*5 3 * 4*4 4 ^ 

^ 3!Rtf TOWH=T ^ t ,*, TOi 4 ^ 3 ^ ^ jj JJraR ^ ^ | ^ % ^ 

M sraft4 Titer anw 4S4 ssnfcr wn Hr , ^ ™ ^ ^ ^ 

w4#i aMww VR3raf4®^. 5/9 1, ^ 

^TOfTO5»ft!R?f 4.3551. 5/10 3k 3PB# 4.5^. 5/11 t cf!f ^ 44 $ 

wr <TO4®^. 6 sgwanrarat wrfeirft; 12 . 4.2003 4?iwr *w 7.00 *4 

4.3irc.4'*r. ^*S4,44 i4 41Rk< OjHH 10-123WRf 3!I3lf%4t%;4% 

Mmt * :3,J '" M ^ M ^ ^ * ^ir <re w $ 1 4gt W 4 
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w eft tpc#rrr 4 . 1 ^. 6/51 ctw 3^ wto % w ^ u*#i?r tfer to 

6/611 

7 tR TRW % «RTR" pRIT % 2 3[4xJ3T, 2004 Wt WTVSt.WF.^t. 4?£$ 

otM ^ ^pfw wwrr % *r ^ ot eT to ^ -m ttoto sgqr to $r i fSrcter w 

%7JTT| % toto.#. fa-Pplci<^cT % f3> 

WITT RWlto qR^t to % TPT-TIRT wtof ^ STRICT W WW JR 

Rtowto. % Itoreto toct f i Veil'd wr wf ^r srafto ww 3 to ttof 

m w 3k 3iM ^ 3T#cT t^WTW Wl tot JP#RT Ufa to it.S^. 7/3 tlto 
sH i wft tot to #.^ 5 . 7/4 ti Rto.wto. wj to to to 7/5 (tocr 

?to) t cmr«R-^Titowtotowtototo^. 7/6 ti 

m fWT ^li, it.S^. 8 % W fcl 1.11.2003 Rto.Rto 3Mfto ^ TPT 
R^gto^Rto.Rtot. WWF4U4KI Rltol 4$4H «KMlfc|«qiTI % M^dl 4I^Hdl'<to?to 
^ ?lt, WTT fRfr WI tot W to#TRRt sRpto^ to WT #t f^TWPseT #t I to m 3to#t 

% 353 torn: ak m pr 1 tocfl mrf\ «ffrto % w #t to to 

8/3 %l WT^TTCT iydM %wemtoto to WT tot IFRto 

8/4 tl 3to ^ # WIT 1# 7.6.2004 ^T WT.ito.#. # ^3» WJ? ^ to ntoj< R 
^.It.^.WT/^felTr TT^RT 4>l(to RR T R Tito % FTW ftor ftot ^.ft.J.^cT R>T R4) 4)l^4ci, to 
totok'M^WWtoWITI jfRTTRto J lllol4i ^dl^, ^ ©4(4x1 T^t44>SI J l4l, 3TRR 4lH 
Rto 4'^qwfr Wl WWTTTT. 125/04# WT# to Jlltol Tifcdl #t*JRT161 % r[f?T <JWW 4'4H 

Rsi^ Rfrt w Rwir 3 tft t^r flw ^ wr.it. we.#. ^T ^iRiRiRpTf r ttRtrt w sir 
^felTT TR ^T WTT W, W Wl WT ^T TTcWfWT 'SlfrT 3R?f to^. 8/6 I, 

^T®# 1FR to 8/711 

WTTfWT^rTT, 9 WTl^W^4^toT, 2003 ^T^^RT^3TT4R 

W RW4R WTW to WRT ^ ^T «R RT4 4)M(l4lil W4T to WTTI WF 


[ MFTII—Tgtrg 3 (jj) ] 


: grarairw 
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f^W sitjHI 3*fc ^*5 3? 'TI^T Sl^i T M 3fd)t?Kl ^ds||<l 2JRT <l-<rnHI % cR-T ^JJR 

^i z m>\ w Usui E mi m\ftmi 

«kw« Pmi wi W2rf^^f^^3rkw 
t s^r w w few trt t1 frroir §r^r % «m ^r ^nfw 5% wztf ^ .^3 .9 / 3 
tl 39% JT: ^cT^Rnr^rjftl WT^f^^RljgRt:- 

f 

" 3 T 8 TT ‘eft’ ^ ift ^r ^ t wprflt Wl % m TR.^.xr 
3^TeR % fR t1 'SR t 3<2<JICI<4 if SJT cR i| ^ 

3e<l ch<dl 2}TI 3¥ <^4 TTRT^47 il^d #1 3¥ghH 3fCft^Pp> ^ 

m ft TOt 3 %.fr. 3 .^r % 5 ^ ^ I % if- ^ 

^fe%^fcR3?R^i %mm m<Mm 4 m ^iiwi 

2001 if *{Kah -tl-il ^4hl ^3cqi <*<} %3^T% 15 3TTO^^pr^TprtWcT 
cHl'M TRi g^dl (ch-qi cffcM fif if *FT^TR^dfad ifsft.TRT.Zf. % 

'H^clfdTf3F>f §c<j| 4><il "<£| eblfci^i gi| 4>R4|«j Hgf tf^|e£r 




tm ^mm4 ^ wm fmi m\ 3^rt ^diO wi stm rt 3 ^^ 

mm% 

ded f% <*3HdKl ^W fW 1*41 7 RTI WT^iU^[. 10/3 tl ^ ^fttTT *t 

m I 64 ^ fW 1*41 RTT OT 44H 10/4tl#RR^%ft^^ 

TOft # WWrtt *T SR& TO wti 10/5 1 1 3 RSf Tfr.35^ 10/1 # 

11 ^, 2004 ^^^^ 2 . 30 ^%^^ 

W ^ ^ 3^ tTte W ^ t % ^ if W ^ ^ ^ jlR f^n^ 


f^TRTT ^ flj ?nt if TR.^Sf.^.#. 



3PIR 


l68^ &!'/^ "" 3 
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TCcta-ci 2004 ^rWFTWT7.30^% 3k 

4>kc||£ tg 3ff^TT TtftcfT # SJRT 161 3^T 164 ^ W Tpr 

^ WTf ^^f^%[DTI¥Tttl ^ TTflW # STKT 164%"dWfT^foTTF 

wrtft, 3*fT w cf^r % tm 3 # fw I ts iif^rr'^rfwcrr ^ «nrr i6i % fmi feta 
T TC d*& ddH ^ 31^l< d^ ^cTR T«IR % #P[R ^ «R|t|< 1w TFF3ftT W®dt ‘ 

im^r # TR 3TcT fwi t TJ% 3§Rcri(l WJ WF TR dl^SR dfc 3# «RTR W % 


&KI g lc1l > s T Fs31^[R, i||d(q|^^fi^^3nqTTTR^t3T ^I4ch l fdc1 l,^eRr 
(fcRfa 4)1 (dl*? ^pid), 11 ^ Wlf ^ 'J"[fdfdRrat % ^F~ 

^ ddldl I d^ % 3 %FT%d 4 M TTfcRdW 'ddldltl d*^ ^N^^fcFTdFMI 44 H fcdl «JTI d^Ft 
dfdfdftldio4|m4> F^ddi % I c^d"^3^TT% dFT^ «|dH 

"*T?t ^fd’SdW Trfdf^flrat fcR 3^T Idf^H ifrdt % ^FTTTfr % yiqui % f?R 2002 % 

2004 "ddF ld^ll d? dkl =h<dl T^T % I cf? 4«Hd\ ddltfltfl^K 1 Td iTFTIT< if "Wf 3Ttl d^cT 3^1 


^feR fans’ll ■g^F'SfMdvlcll Twtl %3tTT^ ^ dcTFTT% W^T ^TFdd’ ^TPT^TTTTdRT 
|3Tf, if dS<J 1,80,000 3000 3F[R^ ^IFK FfFcf flR I d^ft 

«II^'s %'ebMlfedl M WF#, 5 Tjwft 

^ 2 tfKsl ^tcTRl^^Tfnj^ti 3FFT "df ^ *4|<t>|< fodT % f^dl+dNl diT #f 

3FT ^fSPT ^df *4 sni£ if dpf 3ST t| 3PT dild4>dldl TFT3FT % *fttl ddrT % «Ttit % 
FfrrfdW, RFTW dl^’d ^FT%feRdd% WR wf, WWf^i 
WF dd^) •d^dlM TF1T ‘HKd SKI R|Rl'-d 'JH'dllddf 3^T 'sIlRldi TTT 1 ? ^Fl 3^T dr'feT TT 
^l^l ^Ici^ ^fcTTTFTR IddKdKl ~dl^ dydlRdi TTM ^RT 4FFt % 

dWlRFtr^Nl d4) 

^ % 3^t W teT WIT % T d^ l ^dl , 

HHk'y4 l sd(3[|^H), ■’^FFFFcT#, ^dl^FFFT, ^ ^ ^ 


n.|tiii|i'««H'iM|!'| |(l(| W M«M"ipfl|l ■ • li-H t'lti ■ »HI'[|ii i tfp! N' ll! H*Mifii» Mil •*-|t- HIIWWIM** -l«'l*-'»*W4- I '»iMM'*'l 


■ i« i^»r -i hi 




iw 


3tftecT2[-ll/3 

cfe foqr fpir ^ ^ 


ilECflKEiEE! 




^TTI ^^ffHHcl^t:- 

^ 2000 % 3j'I^^H $fts4l ^ 3RPT ^ «(|<p Pmu| % if Plf^f ^ 3 ^ 

tl «MN, 5151^ ^ ^^^Mt^T^’qrf^POT’^v^^irTT^ 

'FIT •iM^K -yHi J Ml 3T?lf^5|g|^ ^ 3rfclfWcf '5feT 3 tT ^ WT' IKT SfR"cT^3Rr ^Flf ^1 
t^IeTT I TR 3^m % W W cRlfr &R Wl % nap wi\ it 

f^m^f^^^^3iw^^rwcT^^3ifM^3kf^^tti an ffon 

^jR3T?f|^ ( Idfi'Jl 3^T ^ ^ 3FW % W^RTFR 1 ^ cFfrtl 3^ 3 f Hto affc 

<MHlfd<*i tHId'lI ^T W -y^^if 3IMHI fc|<|^r ijf J^a< 3F R-tjl tl ?Fr ^^5 

mhI «i5M w, 3F^ 

m\ % <p? ^nTfT t ^r sfft ^ ^nw % fere ter ^ ^ qf ^ 

^rlt, 3iRiR+ci ^n? <ic$4 i^di 31^4^, wft faeTSPJr ^t«rit ^r wfr) 11 
Tr^TWjcrr^r^tti warq^w^^^^wrsrwifr^r^ti 

wrr % "'Wci^cii tew ’Hhi< 15 ^r^ir cfit 15 sftft, 2003 ^r 3 tft ^>r 

3n%5R3F!i" 



3Ei«iaKitgaBEii 


WIT 


J|c|15 ^ ^rst'TRl’ 1FT 23.11.2002 % 22.11.2004 cRT ^f 

^gcT ^T # SR3?f'^tesc^ 11 /5 TR11 


STRRWTTRrW 




cW<f*d Oj?) ^0 ^0 TFT % # 3TW 

w frqri 3^ # te^-12 % wr^r <& ^1 tea^-13 % wrr m 
121/2004 %^F«RT^'^IT^^1' T T^ I 
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# t 3 Ht WI # f^R % teR frRRIRoJjftrr % feefNT 3TRTT W^ftcRR^RfolTt, 

q)5sc^-9 SKI ^^4?^ fd^ 37 

~m\ I fcM 29.2.2004 $[' 


^ % wfr # 4 3irco 3 iho m, Tj? mm ^ 1 5 ^ ^ xr 

^3^ # 3qf^T?r sRTRT mskn*) =Pf 23 4q^j<, 1992 Wt 3R 

P*qlwlM (pRm) $mm, 1967 % "SfraWTf % STcffcT Wl W ?HI 

^ 23.11.1994, 23.11.1996, 23.11.1998, 23.11.2000, 23.11.2002 3Tk 

23.11.2004 3>f 4<SNI Wl cR |c|(^fq<?«a Ish^lchdlH 3R3T ^ ^fi?f f^RT 3^T 

w wi} fcm 23.11.2004 it ari^Ri % <m 3 rt tr wifi ^r 

^ tr yfctm mfi % wr^ w 



3TlT'HRrT^t^^u Sr || 3TkWfT^t#cT ^-q|^ ^ fcR ftRRR 

+IH ch<cli 11 fcm l. l .2003 1 30.9.2004 W 3RPT TR?T # tfR it 167 TOR ff Mp 
mil^4) W Witt ^ 3#FcM ^ 92 c3#cfqf (31^16 

■^TT/^lcl'H/^gT^rT% 4)lRf^ 76 Rdqleiq^l) °P!fTRIT3R I % %gt, Rc^lpJ^i, ^IcRT 
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^R ' 3 ll's , ?l I % qlsI^-S "RFT 4R ^ dlf+i 3RPT *t ^•Sl ^t T? 7% jj< <sj).s| <j^| j|) ^ 

3K< Mlqu i i ^rwkl^iri 


^1^ "SlTS^t % 3TH1R TR RT 3Tfac|Ru| ^ ^pq^f 7^ IRR1^IF f^PI^ ^ 
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#*TT, #^ 3facT W&, cf5?T ^ ^ %0[T ^ ■§[ 

3RM3%Tf H^iTWtri 3feT0TSK|lt*|tf c|Hl 

3^ WT# ^ ^ ^ ^ 3 ^ (1) ^ ^5T ^R5RR "Sni 
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mRu||H 

3^mr3i^ TPnwprr wrot ^nr 

M ^tIf? fa 3# 3&M»K«b TJ^faH 35RT WT % Tfal STfecw^ 
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3-cqclH ~m<mtf4fa'for 14fa3fat'q^faufqRi||fo :- 


"«IKT4 
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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 31st May, 2005 

S.0.739(E).—In terms of Section 4(4) of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967, the order of the Tribunal 
presided over by Hon’ble Justice Vijender Jain, Judge, Delhi High Court, to whom a reference was made under Section 4(1) 
of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 for adjudicating whether or not there is sufficient cause for declaring the 
associations, namely the National Democratic Front of Boroland (NDFB) Organisation of Assam as unlawful is published 
for general information: 

REPORT OF THE UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES (PREVENTION) 

TRIBUNAL CONSISTING OF HON’BLE MR JUSTICE 
VDENDER JAIN, JUDGE, DELHI HIGH COURT 

Government of India in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Unlawful Activities 
(Prevention) Act, 1967 (37 of 1967) (hereinafter referred to as the‘Act’) declare the National Democratic Front of fioroland 
(hereinafter referred as the NDFB) as unlawful association vide its notification dated 23-11-2004. The Central Government 
came to the conclusion that the said organisation was unlawful association on the following grounds that the NDFB has:— 

“(i) indulged in various illegal and violent activities intended to disrupt or which disrupt the sovereignty and 
territorial integrity of India in furtherance of its objectives of achieving a separate Bodoland; 

(ii) aligned itself with other unlawful associations like the United Liberation of Front of Assam and the National 
Socialist Council of Nagaland (Islac-Muviah) to create a separate Bodoland; 

(iii) in pursuance of its aims and objectives, engaged in several unlawful and violent activities during the period 
when it had been declared as an unlawful association, thereby undermining the authority of the Government 
and spreading terror and panic among the people; 

(tv) indulging in large scale violent and terriorist incidents including 167 killings attributed to the NDFB during 
the period from 1st January, 2003 to 30th September, 2004; 

(v) indulging in extortions of money from businessmen. Government officials and other civilians in addition to 
acts of kidnapping for ransom with a view to finance and execute plans for creation of a separate Bodoland; 

(vi) embarking on a systematic drive for recruitment of fresh cadres and revamping the district, anchalik and 
sakha committees, while continuing its terrorist and insurgency activities; 

(vii) publishing clandestine magazines highlighting the goal of the outfit and alleging exploitation by the Central 
Government and inciting the people to join the so-called liberation struggle thereby subverting their loyalties; 

(viii) instructing its cadres to compile the list of police informers/Government collaborators to identify targets for 
retaliatory action against them; 

(ix) carnage and ethnic violence resulting in killings, destruction of property and exodus of thousands of non- 
Bodos inhabiting in Bodo dominated areas in Assam from Bongaigaon and Barpeta districts with a view to 
spread panic and insecurity among non-Bodos and forcing them to migrate from Bodo areas; 

(x) establishing camps and hideouts across the Country’s border to carry out its secessionist activities; 

(xi) obtaining assistance from anti-India forces in other Countries to procure arms and other assistance in their 
struggle for creation of a separate Bodoland.” 

The Central Government on the basis of the aforesaid grounds was of the opinion that the said activities of the 
NDFB are detrimental to the sovereignty and integrity of India and by notification No. S.O. 1292(E) dated 23-11-2004, 
Ministry of Home Affaris in exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (1) of Section 5 of the Unlawful Activities 
(Prevention) Act, 1967 constituted this Tribunal for the purpose of adjudicating whether or not there was sufficient ground 
for dec lar ing the aforesaid organisation (NDFB) as unlawful association and made reference under the provision of Section 
4(1) of the Act to this Tribunal. 

The Tribunal by order dated 22-1-2005 in pursuance of the provision of Section 4(2) of the Act had directed issue 
of notice to the aforesaid organisation to show cause in writing within thirty days from the date of service of such notice, 
as to why the said organisation should not be declared unlawful. The tribunal also directed that the notice shall be served 
on the aforesaid association on the addresses as may be available, by publication in the newspapers published in Assam 
and by affixing a copy thereof at some conspicuous parts of the office, if any, of the said association. The notice was further 
ordered to be served by proclamation, by beat of drums. Service was also ordered to be affected by pasting the notice at 
public places in the aforesaid territory, like Jhe office of the Deputy Commissioner and market places. The notice was also 
served through publication in newspapers and by announcement in electronic media. The Tribunal also directed the 
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^Staiel^andSE^^ 

Affairs, Ex. PW-15/landPW-15/2. y Mr. R. R. Jha, Director m the Ministry of Home 

werekffl e d^ylheAmlyS™M£S™ ^ to^°^4T r aSS^ 1 ^ W0 ^ n ® 10 ^ FBo, *^ ,io,1 

tothemib,amswasonrS^,m3tir^^^'“^^^Ihebod^. Tlenaidtalies belonged 
who know the persona fromX *»*sM villageand 

Mongou“taS^ 

Bon. -So was aboJSSS"!l£ZL^-TST* ° f ?T ^ Med “ “* »n Dhaneswar 
of his son, Dhaneswar Boro', in ,he ho^ra^^te" P^S^f ^ ‘t *"? *°* 

tsatoKatn Kachan in his statement m similar case stated that hie unemc.ntishx. PW- 2 / 2 , Similarly, another witness, 
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and in such monitoring it was noticed that father of one Momai Daimari, who had gone from the house six years back, was 
captured in the operation conducted by Bhutan Army and the Indian Army when they destroyed the camp of NDFB in 
Bhutan and in that operation the son of Haia Daimari was apprehended and handed over to Police Station Goreswar. Said 
Hala Daiman went to see his son, Momai Daiman, He identified him as Momai Daimari and he also stated that Momai Daimari 
was a member of NDFB organisation. Certified copy of the statement of Hala Daimari is Ex. PW-4/3. Witness also stated that 
certain NDFB activists namely, Deben Daimari, Ranjit Najaiy, Baneswar Boro, Mumai Daimari and Smt. Sabita Basumatary, 
and all these were involved in extortion of money from the people of Goreswar for NDFB. Two Chinese hand grenades were 
recovered from Baneswar Boro. The seizure memo is Ex. PW-4/4. 

In his deposition, Pradip Pujari, PW-5 deposed that on September 24,2004,3-4 NDFB extremists equipped with 
deadly weapons were taking shelter at village Ravabasti. The village was cordoned where the militants were taking shelter. 
When the search was going on some NDFB militants opened fire on the police party. The police also retaliated in self- 
defence in which one NDFB militant died on the spot and two other NDFB extremists managed to escape under the cover 
of the jungle. The police recovered one pistol loaded with two rounds live ammunition from the slain militants with one 
paunch tied with waist with two grenades, incriminating documents including NDFB extortion receipts, pocket diaries 
relating to NDFB, two electric detonators. The said militant who was killed was Biju Basumatary as his body was identified 
by his brother-in-law. Statement of S.I. is Ex. PW-5/9. The certified copy of the receipt is Ex. PW-5/10 and Ex. PW-5/11 and 
the photo-copy of the seizure memo is PW-5/12. 

Similarly Anurag Aggarwal, PW-6 deposed that on 12-4-2003 at around 7.00 p.m. one Motiur Rahman, and VRPL 
employee was kidnapped by 10-12 unknown extremists at gun point from his house. He was kept under captivity, money 
was demanded for his release and after negotiation, a sum of Rs. 6 lakhs was paid through one Abdul Latif to NDFB 
militants. Certified copy ofthe statement of Motiur Rahman is Ex. PW-6/5 and the certified copy of the statement of Abdul 

T T>nT s' ts rj 

J-XlUi l£> C,X. r VV -o/o. 

It was deposed by Jiban Chandra Sarnia, PW-7 that on October 2,2004 some of the militants belonging to NDFB 
were taking shelter in the house of Purnima Khakhlari and had hidden some explosives. The explosives went off and some 
persons were injured and some persons were killed. They were NDFB members. From the blast site certain documents, 
extortion letters as well as some ammunition apart from the Indian currency were recovered which show about the activities 
of NDFB. The statement of Purnima Khakhlari was originally recorded in Assamese and the same was translated in English 
certified copy of the same is Ex. PW-7/3. The seizure memo is Ex. PW-7/4. The receipts issued by the NDFB are Ex. 
PW-7/5 (Collectively) and certified copy of demand extortion letter is Ex. PW-7/6. 

Prasanta Kumar Bhuyaii, PW-8 stated that on 11-11-2003 in an encounter with a group of NDFB extremist, one 
NDFB extremist who was identified as Pliala Basumatary of Barajabilwas killed. Hisbodv was identified by his mother Smt. 
Srani Basumatary. From the deceased militant, certain arms and ammunitions were recovered. Certified copy of the statement 
of Smt. Sarani Basumatary is Ex. PW-8/3. The seizure memo of the arms and ammunitions recovered from the deceased 
militant is EX. PW-8/4. He further deposed that on 7-6-2004 a group of NDFB hurled grenade on CRPF/Police joint operation 
party at Village Mahendrapur in which one CRPF constable, Prema Singh, was grievously hurt. The police party opened fire, 
one person was caught red handed, his name was Rijen Basumatary. His statement under Section 161 of the Cr. P C. in 
connection with case No. 125/04 was recorded in which he admitted that he was involved with the activities of NDFB and 
the grenade which was thrown on the police was possessed by him. Certified copy of the statement is Ex. PW-8/6, seizure 
memo is Ex. PW-8/7. 

Prasanta Kumar Dutta, PW-9 stated that on January 4, 2003 on an information an ambush party was sent to 
Manglajhora village Bogribari Police Station. One person namely Grimsha Bramha @ Kendrai, s/o Shri Rabindra Nath 
Bramha Village Antihara Betbari Police Station Dostma was arrested, when he was trying to flee away. His statement was 
recorded. Incriminating articles, arms and ammunition were recovered from the possession of Grimsha Bramha. FIR was filed 
and in that case even the charge-sheet has been filed. The certified copy of the statement of Grimsha Bramha is Ex. 
PW-9/3 It is important to reproduce part of his statement. The same is as under 

The alphabet B indicates either Bramha or Basumatary. These are the nick names given from the NDFB Headquarters. 
While I was at the Headquarter then I came to Bongaigon with a group of thirteen NDFB cadres and used to stay 
at Patabari area in a platoon of second battalion. At that time I had one AK-47 rifle with me. I along with my group 
killed 5 CRPF Jawans at Patabari during that time. These CRPF Jawans came for some election duties. After that I 
went back to our headquarter Kalikhola in Bhutan. In the year 2001, we laid an ambush at Bongaigon on 15th 
August with a view to kill Indian Army but could not be successful. Later on we tried to kill the BLT activists in 
Ramphalbil area but could not be successful.” 

Pankaj Sharma, PW-10, in his statement has deposed that on 9-3-2004 at Disagedeba Dimasa village and one Sunil 
Basumatary was apprehended. His statement under Section 161 of the Cr, P. C. before the court was recorded. At the 
instance of said Sunil Basumatary arms and ammunitions were recovered from Disagedeba Jungle, Diphu and an FIR was 
registered. The statement recorded of Sunil Basumatary under Section 161 is Ex. PW-10/3. His statement recorded under 
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Section 164 of the Cr. P.C. is Ex. PW-10/4. The seizure memo of recovery of arms and ammunitions and other i ncriminating 
material is Ex. P \V-10/5. Said Sunil Basumataiy in Ex. PW-10/1 has mentioned that on March 11,2004 at about 2.30 P.M., SI 
Sankar Banerjee, Incharge, Manja Outpost, Diphu P.S. Lodged an ejahar with the Diphu Police Station to the effect that 
acting on a source information regarding movement of NDFB militants at the Disagedeba Dimasa village Diphu P.S a 
search and raid operation was conducted at about 7.30 PM on March 9,2004 at the said Disagedea Dimasa village. There 
is no contradiction in the statements of Sunil Basumatary recorded under Sections 161 and 164 Cr. P.C. In the statement 
recorded under Section 164 of the Cr. PC. Sunil Basumataiy has only stated that no arms and ammunitions were recovered 
from his person, however, he has not denied the fact that the arms and ammunitions as per his statement recorded under 
Section 161 of the Cr. P C. were recovered at his instance and the seizure memo also records that the arms and ammunitions 
were recovered at the instance and disclosure made by Sunil Basumatary 

On the basis of records of activities as mentioned by earlier witness Mr. Arabinda Kalita, Superintendent of Police 
(Special Operation Unit), PW-11, he made his deposition about unlawful activities of the NDFB cadres. In his deposition, 
reliance was placed on the statement of Benu Bora made during the course of investigation as he has provided detailed 
information with regard to the cladestine activities of NDFB. Said Benu Bora in his statement has stated that he has been 
visiting foreign countries from 2002 to 2004 for organizing subversive activities and for procuring arms from different 
sources. He has gone to Bangkok, Kualalampur, Singapore and had been receiving foreign currencies for the said purpose. 
Benu Bora stated that he along with one May Shoun left Dhaka, stayed in Bangkok and Benu Bora exchanged 1,80,000 Taka 
in 3000 US Dollars. They crossed from Thailand to the Cambodian border met certain people and demanded rifles of AK 
series, 5 UMG and 2 lakh ammunition. He also admitted that the activities of NDFB are also linked with the other terrorist 
organizations operating mother South East Asian countries. The said Benu Boro has in detail narrated the activities of 
NDFB, their armed straggle in order to create an independent Boroland, their collaboration with NLFT as well as the major 
role played by the Chairman of NDFB for creating a common platform of the like minded militants to hi ghlight the 
suppression and oppression by India against the different tribes and races and their role in extorting them to fi ght unitedly 
againstthe Union of India. Said Benu Boro also stated that NDFB, NSCN(IM),HNLC, ANBC,KYKL,KNB,KPF constituted 
a South East Himalayan Region Organisation and Ranjan Doimaii, who is the Chairman of the NDFB is the convenor of this 
front. The statement of Benu Boro is Ex. PW-11/3. 

On electronic media, a leaflet which was down loaded will tlirow some light on the activities of NDFB. The samp; 
is as a under:— 

Since 2000, occupation India turned deaf ear to release any fund regarding flood control in Assam. 
Instead, new remedy has been put forward to control the perennial devastated flood of Brahmaputra basin, 
i.e. to drain out excess water from river Brahmaputra through cannel to other parts of India. It is nothing else 
but to close the remaining chapter of unique bio-diversity of Brahmaputra valley despite the rampant 
destruction in the hands of Indian occupation. The eyes of occupation looters are now zeroed in upon the 
water resources of Assam, next to agricultural, mineral and forest resources. Many social and political 
organisations have already signed up their protest vehemently in this regard. We will not step back despite 
its limited resources to resist to the last against draining out a single drop of water from river Brahmaputra. 
The River Brahmaputra is termed in Assamese vernacular as Luit, which is not merely a river for the people 
ofAssambuta cultural entity, a bond of national unity furthermore, our symbol of an unique civ ilisatio n 
Itisa component of our national sovereignty. We would rather to barter our blood instead of draining out 
of our sovereignty. 

Boycott India’s independence day celebrations and observe general strike of 15th August, 2003.” 

NDFB has also given call for banning Hindi films as according to them same was against the culture of the original 
people and amounts to cultural invasion by India and occupational forces of India. NDFB have also been involved in takin g 
pride in killing the para-military organisations personnel as well as by killing police personnel. The district wise gist of 
NDFB incidents from 23-11-2002 to 22-11-2004 was filed by the witness, the sameareEx.PWll/5. 

On the basis of the aforesaid information, S.K. Roy, Joint Secretary (Home), State of Assam has also filed his 
affidavit. He was also examined as PW-12, PW-13 examined himself in relation to case No. 121/2004. 

S I. Deben Chandra Nath was also produced as PW-14 to corroborate the statement made by PW-9 in relation to 
case No. 03/03, which was investigated by PW-14, who had completed the investigation and has also filed charge-sheet 
againstthe arrested person for trial in the Court. On 29-2-2004, the confessional statement was also recorded by PW-14. 

In support of his evidence, Mr. R.R. Jha, Director, Ministry of Home Affairs also appeared in the witness box as 
PW-15- He stated that the NDFB was declared unlawful association for the firsttime on 23rd November, 1992underthe 
provisions of Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967. The ban has been extended on 23-11 -1994,23-11-1996,23-11-1998,' 
23-11-2000,23-11-2002 and 23-11-2004. Yet they did not desist from their unlawful activities and, therefore. Government of 
India vide its notification dated 23-11-2004 has proposed to ban the said organisation. In spite of banning the activities 
of NDFB as unlawful, the association has not stopped indulging in unlawful activities. It was deposed that the self-styled 
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President Ranjan Doimari stays in Bangladesh and works in close cooperation with Islamic Fundamentalist groups towards 
undermining India’s unity and integrity. From 1-1-2003 to 30-9-2004,167 incidents of violence attributable to NDFB outfit 
were reported in the State of Assam. The activists of the outfit killed 92 persons, (i.e. 16 Army/Police/Security Forces 
personnel, 76 civilians). They are indulging in systematic violence against non-Bodo, businessmen, Police personnel and 
members of political parties, including Bodo parties/organisations which are opposed to its ideology. In October, 2004, a 
total of 17 incidents of terrorist activities in Assam were reported in which a total of 41 persons were reportedly killed and 
around 191 injured. The cadres of NDFB have been asking common people to pay exorbitant sums of money to NDFB on 
the threat of death. They are demanding Bodoland tax to create a fear psychosis among the non-Bodos living in the areas 
dominated by Bodos in Assam and on these grounds he also supported the declaration. 

The question before this Tribunal on the basis of documents and evidence is as to whether on the basis of material 
placed on record there was sufficient cause for declaring the aforesaid organisation as unlawful association and whether 
the Government of India was justified in declaring their activities as unlawful vide notification dated 23-11 -2004 issued in 
The Gazette of India Notification Part-II Section 3 Sub-section (ii) Extraordinary of the same date. 

It is not necessary for this Tribunal to go into the history of NDFB organisation prior to the year 1992. To know 
the aims and objectives of this organisation and its past activities it will be sufficient to relate back to the year 1992 when 
by notification dated 23-11-1992, the said organisation was declared unlawful by the Central Government. The gro und s , on 
which the said organisation was declared unlawful, were the same. The previous Tribunals on consideration of material had 
declared the activities of the said organisation as unlawful from time to time. I am concerned in this Tribunal with the 
notification issued on 23-11-2004, which has been referred to this Tribunal for adjudication whether on the basis of the 
material on record there was sufficient cause for declaring the NDFB as unlawful association. From the perusal of the 
evidence as stated above, two things have to be kept in mind. For the purposes of adjudication by the Tribunal whether the 
statement recorded under Section 161 oftheCr. PC. can be taken intoconsiderationbythe Tribunal or not. In Union oflndia 
Vs. Students Islamic Movement oflndia and Ors. 99 (2002) DLT147, the Delhi Hi gh Court observed:— 

The confessional statements referred to and relied upon by the Government, were recorded during 
investigation of the criminal cases in which they were arrested. Section 25 of the Evidence Act provides that no 
confession made to a police officer shall be proved against a person accused of any offence. The expression ‘a 
person accused of an offence’ describes the person against whom evidence is sought to be proved in a criminal 
case. The adjective clause ‘accused of an offence’, is therefore, descriptive of the person against whom a confession 
is sought to be proved. The confessional statements, can be used in civil proceedings and other collateral 
proceedings under the Criminal Procedure Code. The inquiiy before this Tribunal is clearly not a trial against the 
accused persons, who made the confessional statements. Therefore, in my considered view confessional statements 
made by the accused persons during investigation of different cases to the police or before the Court, would not 
be hit by Section 25 of tire Evidence Act and are admissible in evidence, to show whether the accused persons 
were or are the members of the association, as well as to show whether the activities of the association are unlawful 
or not.” 

In Suman and Ors. etc. Kv. State of Tamil Nadu AIR 1986 (Madras) 318, it was held 

"It has to be remembered that when Section 25 refers to a confession which is not permitted to be proved 
as against a person accused of any offence, it refers to a confession made by an accused person which is 
proposed to be proved against him to establish an offence. The scope of Section 25 is therefore restricted only to 
a confession made by a person who is an accused that is being used in a proceeding to establish an offence 
against him.” 

Thei efore, when PW-5 narrated the incident of September 24,2004 in which one such militant was killed who was 
Biju Basumatary. His body was identified by his brother-in-law, his statement cannot be inadmissible before this Tribunal. 
P W-6 desposed that on 12th April, 2003, one Mutiur Rehman was kidnapped on gun point. He was kept under captivity. 
Money was demanded for his release and a sum of Rs. 6 lakhs was paid through one Abdul Latif to NDFB militants. The 
statements of Motiur Rehman, Ex. PW-6/5 and the statement of Abdul Latif, through whom money was passed to NDFB 
militants Ex. PW-6/6, are admissible. Similarly, the statement of Poomima Khakhlari, Ex. PW-7/3 whose house was used by 
the militants was admissible with regard to the activities of NDFB. One NDFB extremist Phala Basumatary was killed in an 
encounter. His body was identified by his mother Smt. Sarini Basumatary. Statement of Smt. Sarini Basumatary, Ex. PW-8/3 
is admissible insofar as she has recognised the body of her son and stated that her son was member of the militant 
organisation. The statement of Grimsha Bramha Ex. PW-9/3 throws light as to how the NDFB cadres were having a 
hierarchy of officers like the army. They were indulging in ambushing. They were trying to kill other Bodos and same is also 
admissible. Another significant aspect of the evidence which has come before this Tribunal was the statement of Sunil 
Basumatary'. His statement under Section 161 of the Cr.P.C. is Ex. PW-10/3 and his statement recorded before the Court 
under Section 164 Cr. P.C. is Ex. PW-10/4. There was no contradiction in the statement of Sunil Basumatary recorded under 
Sections 161 and 164 as he has only stated that ho arms and ammunition were recovered from his person. However, he had 
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SS by i™ 1 Basumata ^- A® t0 what Is the material and how the same has to be considered by the Tribunal has been 
_ d0wnby,he Supreme Court mJamaat-E-Islami Hind V/s. Unionoflndia JT1995 (1) S.C. 31. Supreme Court held^iLer 

the nn,ifieJ Cti ° n 4 ^ t ? 616 ® 66 *° Tribunal. Sub-section (1) requires the Central Government to refer 

lr nnt !f ~ Under sub - section OX* Section 3 to the Tribunal for the purpose of adjudicating whether 
or not there is sufficient cause for declaring the association unlawful. The purpose of making the reference to the 
Tribunal is: an adjudication by the Tribunal of the existence of sufficient cause for making the declaration The 
words adjudicating and sufficient cause in the context are of significance. Sub-section (2) requires the Tribunal on 
receipt of the reference, to call upon the association affected ‘by notice in writing to show cause’ why the 
association should not be declared unlawful. This requirement would be meaningless unless ttere is effirtive 
notice of the basis on which the declaration is made and a reasonable opportunity to show cause against the same 
Sub-section (3) prescribes an mquuy by the Tribunal, in the manner specified, after considering the cause shown 

PemlTr n ° tlCe ' ThC Tnbunal niay 3150 03,1 for such other information as it may consider necessary from the 
Centra Government or the association to decide whether or not there is sufficient cause for deSffinu ffie 

association to be unlawful. The Tnbunal is required to make an order which it may deem fit either confirming the 
declaration made m the notification or cancelling the same. Th e nature of inq uiry contemplated hv ,he TrihLi 
In quires it to weigh the material on which the not ifica tio n under sub-section fit of Section ^ ^ 

^rJ~:. ,he showitby thc association in reply to the notice is s ued toit and take into mtwirW ari™ 

guch further information which it may call for, to decide the existence o fsufficient cause for declaring the association 

hi!! 1 ,1, . , T'l p rO Cedure contem P | «t^ an objective deter m ination made on the bas.s ofmaren.l 

before the Tnbunal by the two sides: and the inqu ir y is in the nature of a dmdiouinn nf a JL-. 

the outcome of which depends on the wright of the material produced by them. Credibility of the material should 
ordinarily, be capable of objective assessment. The decision to be made by the Tribunal is whether or not there is 

s lcient cause for declanng the association unlawful. Such a determination requires the Tribunal to reach the 
conclusion that the material to sunnnrt th« rim-lamtinn __* • ■ • ... 



applicable in the context. 

Supreme Court in para-14 further held that 

j . £ e6lion *> the words adjudicating and decide have a legal connotation in the context of the inquiry 
constituted by a sitting Judge of a High Court. The Tribunal is required to ‘decide’lffier 

of ajudicMdrcSon ^ CPr0CeSS ° f ‘ adjudlcating ’ thepoints in controversy. These are the essential attributes 


T (emphasis supplied) 

rnnciHp In U . n,on ° nnd,a ^ AIR 1985 SC 1416, a Constitution Bench of thc Court had the occasion of 

dering the expressions law and order, public order, security of the State, which are used in different Acts In para 140 
of the judgment, their Lordships observed as under Acts : ln para 140 

<,. t t . " Tbe e ^ssions law and order, public order and security of the State have been used in different Acts 

sccimreoffoetnf^ 01 T g " Ver ^ * > ° K Which **** laW ^ order and situations which affect 

securitv of th P %2 arC t f aVCr than those which affect public order. Thus, of those situations those which affect 
security of the State are the gravest. Danger to the security of the State may arise from without or within the State 

sec^rfroTrlX"^ 0 ! th ri r d0CS r ^ SCCUrity ° f the 6111116 country or a whole Ste te. It includes 
ty of a part of the State. It also cannot be confined to an armed rebellion or revolt. There are various wavs in 

productionor^ ° V affected 11 can be affected by State secrets or information relating to defence 

T SIS ! xang pass6d on t0 other countries, whether inimical or not to our country, or by 

affected*™ ** ??' “ ,S d,fflCUlt 10 enumerate th e various ways in which security of the State can be 

affected. The way m which security of the State is affected may be either open or clandestine.” 

Applying the above test, I am of the considered opinion that in spite of the notice having been served on the 

^rm^ 8311 , 3 ! 018311 ^ 1135 d6tail6d ab ° V6 ’ 1116 mFB chose not t0 repr esent their side. Therefore there is no 
t er material except the material placed by State of Assam and Union of India before this Tribunal and by taking into 

Xefbetor n .f T a r ia !’ e . vldence - d ° cuments and 011 the b ^ is of objective determination made on the basis ofmatenal 
placed before the Tribunal, the material and its credibility cannot be impeached. 

Apart from the evidence which I have discussed above, the State has also other agencies for inputs like intelligence 
bureau and other r*crer agencies. Maienal was shown rhe Tribunal. The seere, iitfo™ar,o„ wS has“S 
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by the Tribunal states that the Bodos have links with other terrorist outfits including IS1 of Pakistan. The report reads as 
under:— 

“The outfit has further cemented its links with the ULFA, NSCN (I/M) and other insurgent groups of the 
North East. NDFB and NSCN (I/M) are members of an umbrella organisation styled as ‘Self Defence United Front 
of South East Himalayan Region ’ comprising NSCN (1/M), NDFB and small North East Extremist groups of Tripura, 
Meghalaya and Manipur. The NDFB leaders keep visiting and staying abroad particularly Thailand (Bangkok) and 
Bangaldesh. Many amongst the NDFB cadres were trained in arms by NSCN (I/M) UGs. The group is a beneficiary 
of Bangladesh hospitality in the form of shelters/hideouts. The anti-India attitude of the outfit came to forefront 
during the Kargil conflict when it issued an anti-India and pro-Pak statement. Recently, Gobinda Basumatary 
(General Secretary, NDFB - arrested on December 5,2002), Dhiren Boro (Vice-President, NDFB - arrested on 
January 1,2003) and Nileswar Basumatary (Home Secretary, NDFB-surrendered on March 17,2004) during their 
interrogation, disclosed the links of the outfit with the Pak intelligence agencies and training of their cadres in 
Pakistan.” 

Adjudication by the Tribunal of a nature as contemplated under the Act is to safeguard against the mala fide 
exercise of power by the Government. 

The scrutiny of material with the Central Government, materials placed before the Tribunal and the statement of 
witnesses as I have reproduced above establish preponderance of probability about its activities which are unlawful in 
terms of Section 2(0) of the Act. The systematic acquisition of arms, creation of southeast asian himalayan front, extortion, 
killing and the avowed objective of establishment of an independent, sovereign Bodoland on the basis of the constitution 
which was placed before this Tribunal particularly Article 4, which is as under:— 

PRINCIPLES AND IDEOLOGY 

The Principles and Ideology of NDFB shall be to: 

(a) Liberate Bodoland from the Indian expansionism and occupation; 

(b) Free the Boro nation from the colonialist exploitation, oppression and domination; 

(c) Establish a Democratic Socialist Society to promote Liberty, Equality and Fraternity; 

(d) Uphold the integrity and sovereignty of Boroland. ” 

manifest intention of the NDFB to disrupt the territorial integrity and sovereignty of India. This also highlights the 
involvement of conspiracy of waging war against India with other banned organisations and I.S.I. There is ample evidence 
on record that after its ban was over in 2002, NDFB has not stopped its activities. The actions demonstrate that they have 
no faith in the Constitution of India and they want to secede from Union of India. They are preaching hatred against non- 
Bodo residents of Assam, extorting money from innocent people and acquiring illegal arms. Therefore, the Tribunal is 
satisfied that the activities of the NDFB, its members, followers, sympathisers and activists are subversive in nature. Their 
activities of acquiring arms and demand of secession of Bodoland are against the territorial integrity and sovereignty of 
India. The material published by NDFB is objectionable with a view to create mis-information and disaffection against India. 
Therefore, in the considered opinion of the Tribunal, there is sufficient cause for declaring NDFB unlawful organisation, 
pursuant to notification dated 23-11-2004, and the said notification stands confirmed. 

The reference stands answered in the terms mentioned above. 

Sd/- 

May20,2005 (VIJENDERJAIN) 

Presiding Officer, 
The Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Tribunal 
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